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th the re-election of 

George Bush the US and 

British armies, along with 

a handful of “Iraqi forces”, 

are poised to launch a full- 

scale invasion of Fallujah. Already the daily 

bombing raids are killing hundreds of civil- 

ians and fighters in one of the main centres 

of resistance to the occupation and the pup- 
pet regime of Iyad Allawi. 

The imminent attack on Fallujah, will 
usher in a new phase of the war in which 
the US/UK will summon all of their fire- 
power in an attempt to crush the growing 
resistance movement ahead of elections 
timetabled for January 2005. 

And it will be repeated in other towns and 
cities. In the Los Angeles Times, a Bush aide 
admitted that an attack had been delayed 
until after the election in case it had adverse 
effects on the results. “When this election’s 
over, you'll see us move very vigorously” 

Tony Blair has signalled his backing for 
the crushing of the resistance in Fallujah 
by approving the deployment 850 British 
troops from the Black Watch Regiment to 
be stationed just outside Baghdad. It is only 
a matter of time before they too are involved. 

For all those who opposed the war and 
who continue to oppose the occupation, the 
lead up to the proposed elections in Janu- 
ary will be a decisive moment for the anti- 
war movement. If the attacks on Fallujah, 
Ramadi and other threatened cities are not 
stopped, “democracy” could be imposed over 
the broken bones of thousands more Iraqis. 

On the other hand, a victory for the 
resistance could open up the road to an Iraqi 
revolution and a socialist federation of the 
whole Middle East. Iraqis have the right 
to resist an illegal occupation by the use 
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of arms. The defeat of our “own” troops, 
forcing them to withdraw, is the only way 
to avoid more crimes against humanity, and 
more imperialist slaughter. 


Collaborator Allawi 


However, none of these attacks would be 
politically viable without the assistance of 
Iyad Allawi. Indeed, the Marines called off 
their last assault on Fallujah in May because 
it provoked a national revolt. The use of Iraqi 
soldiers (in a very auxiliary role) is consid- 
ered essential in dividing Iraqi and inter- 
national opinion. 

The Allawi government is a puppet of the 
US/UK occupation. It backs every action the 
US/UK takes against the growing popular 
resistance as well as its grab for lucrative 
“reconstruction” profits. That is why mem- 
bers of his government, like the recently 
assassinated senior figure in the Iraqi oil 
ministry, and dozens of trainee police and 
soldiers routinely come under attack. 

Allawi was a paid agent of both the CIA 
and MI6. Before that he was a secret police 
chief in the Ba’athist regime. In June 2003, 
a top Australian journalist witnessed Allawi 
shooting six prisoners dead, in cold blood. 
In short, he is a thug, doing a thug’s job. 

The war in Iraq is moving into a new 
stage where by it is no longer only a war 
against an illegal occupation, but it is also 
becoming a civil war against the collabora- 
tor Allawi and his allies. 

Among the Iraqi population, Bush and 
Blair are saying, “Accept the interim gov- 
ernment and law and order will return, jobs 
and essential services may follow; resist and 
you will be bombed indiscriminately every 
day, just like in Fallujah.” 

In Britain, while Blair was foiled in his 
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attempt to bring Allawi over to address 
the Labour Party conference, he did shame- 
fully promote Shanaz Rashid as an “ordi- 
nary Iraqi Kurd”, pleading for British troops 
to remain. 

Rashid is in fact the wife of the Iraqi Min- 
ister of Waterways, Abdul Latif Rashid, 
and has lived in London for 30 years. Her 
husband presided over the US-enforced “no- 
fly” zone before the war. Now he is using his 
government position to accumulate lucra- 
tive consultancies with multinationals seek- 
ing reconstruction contracts. 


IFTU: a yellow union 

But the deception did not stop here. To real- 
ly split the Stop the War Coalition, Labour’s 
warmongers needed more than a stooge 
government, they needed a stooge labour 
movement. Enter the Iraqi Federation of 
Trade Unions. 

The TUC, along with union tops, rang- 
ing from Dave Prentis through to Bob Crow, 
have painted the IFTU as the sole authen- 
tic trade union in Iraq. But the IFTU has 
srown from 400 in May 2004 to 12 nation- 
al unions primarily because it is the only 
union recognised by the interim govern- 
ment and because Iraqi workers have to join 
in order to get a job. 

The IFTU’s leaders were hand-picked 
by Iraq’s first colonial governor, Paul Bre- 
mer. There has never been an election. Nor 
is its claim of independence from Allawi’s 
government credible; all its leaders are 
members of the Iraqi Communist Party, 
which has followed years of collaborating 
with Saddam’s regime by joining the inter- 
im government. 

The IFTU pays for these favours by fail- 
ing to oppose privatisation and refusing to 
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call for troops out now. The IFTU has never 
opposed Order 39, which allows foreign cor- 
porations to take over Iraq’s services, nation- 
alised industries and infrastructure, and to 
repatriate the profits tax-free. Nor has it 
opposed Order 30, which sets the monthly 
minimum wage at 69,000 Iraqi dinars, while 
average rents run at between ID 25,000 and 
ID 50,000 a month. 

The IFTU’s Abdullah Muhsin tolda 
Labour Party fringe meeting that “ the 
multinational force is there to help our 
democracy” and that an immediate end to 
the occupation would be “bad for the emerg- 
ing progressive forces, a terrible blow for 
free trade unionism, and would play into 
the hands of extremists and terrorists”. 

Coming from a man whose party sup- 
ported Saddam’s murderous regime and 
now condemns the people of Fallujah to the 
most bloody assault since April 2002, we 
should treat this statement with con- 
tempt 


Will the union leaders split? 


Disgracefully, however, nearly all the union 
leaders used Muhsin’s intervention as the 
excuse to break from the democratic posi- 
tions of their own unions for an “early pull- 
out” and to back the Labour leadership’s call 
for the troops to remain in Iraq until 
“such time as they are asked to leave by an 
Iraqi Sovernment.” 

This policy is laughable when you con- 
sider that the only government the US/UK 
will allow to be elected is one that is utter- 
ly at the service of imperialism. The immi- 
nent attack on Fallujah is designed to 
wipe out any resistance and dissent before 
the elections. 

The StWC released a press statement after 
the Labour conference, condemning the 
IFTU for lobbying for a policy of “effective- 
ly open-ended licence for the occupation 
and against the early withdrawal of British 
troops.” 

Unison’s deputy general secretary, 
Kenneth Sonnet reacted to the StWC state- 
ment by saying that “it’s not for us to tell 
unions in other countries how to operate. 
We have to listen to what they want.” 

But the IFTU leadership has been 
imposed on the Iraqi people, the majority 
of whom wants an end to the occupation. 

Further fuel was added to the fire when 
a Sroup of Iraqis, members of Workers 
Power and other delegates to the European 
Social Forum launched a determined protest 
- by heckling and slow hand-clapping - 
against the presence of Subhi al Mashadani, 
the general secretary of the IFTU on the plat- 


form of a meeting, entitled “End the occu- 
pation of Iraq”. 

At the core of this dispute is whether 
the US/UK troops should be immediately 
withdrawn form Iraq. The IFTU does not 
support this position. And now that the mil- 
lions-strong anti-war movement of 2003 has 
subsided and a general election beckons, nei- 
ther do the TUC and big union leaders. 

They have made their peace with Tony 
Blair and the Labour government. In return 
for some minor promises on holidays, the 
two-tier workforce, the ability to sack work- 
ers on strike, they have agreed to back 
him and do all in their power to dampen 
down rank and file discontent and get Blair 
re-elected. 

Tony Woodley, general secretary of the 
TGWU wrote in a recent issue of Socialist 
Worker, “It is a time for the tolerant dis- 
cussion of differences. Certainly, now is not 
the time for splits or resignations. It is a 
time for unity against the war danger, and 
unity to get the most rapid possible with- 
drawal from Iraq.” 

The question we should ask Tony Wood- 
ley is “How do we unify two counterposed 
positions?” 

Unfortunately the StWC leadership is not 
clear on the question. First it agreed to pro- 
vide a platform to a known collaborator at 
the ESF Then, in a letter to the Guardian, 
Lindsey German said that the position of 
StWC “is the same as that adopted at the 
TUC conference... an early date be set for 
the withdrawal of British troops from Iraq.” 

This is a fudge. It allows union leaders 
like Woodley to agree with an “early date” 
for withdrawal, but in practice support 
the occupation. 


Where next for 
Stop the War? 


The StWC came together to stop the illegal 
war on Iraq. Its only condition of mem- 
bership and affiliation was that individuals 
and organisation share this aim. Like all 
united fronts, it was a temporary alliance 
united around the need for action to achieve 
a common aim. 

But the war has happened and the situ- 
ation is now different and now we require 
the broad church to be united around anoth- 
er simple aim - the immediate withdrawal 
of the US/UK troops and self-determination 
for the Iraqi people. 

Some say that, if the StWC adopted this 
position, it would lose some of the union 
support it fought so hard to win. Maybe. No 
one wants to see the unions leave, but let’s 


remember that it was a hard struggle to get 
them to support StWC in the first place. And 
it is obvious that we need to undertake a 
political struggle inside and outside the 
unions to get them to reverse the rotten 
position their leaders backed at the Labour 
Party conference. 

The problem for the main force in the 
StWC, Respect, is that it is trying to strad- 
dle two counterposed positions: 

@ The union leaders’ policy of support for 
the occupation 

@ The radical Asian and Muslim commu- 
nities’ call for troops out now 

Even in its turn towards the latter, 
Respect’s leaders in the Socialist Workers 
Party have failed to put the needs of the Iraqi 
people to the forefront. 

Instead of deepening the movement’s 
roots into the workplaces and communities 
through vibrant local campaigning units, 
it launched a purely electoral project, 
Respect. Instead of calling for direct 
action in the run-up to Iraq’s January 
elections, it has focused on yet another 
national demonstration in March, in the 
run-up to the British general election. 

At next week’s StWC National Council, 
the movement needs to decisively call for 
the immediate withdrawal of British and all 
foreign troops from Iraq. Against threats to 
disaffiliate from the Labour-loyal union lead- 
ers, StWC should deepen its work in the 
unions and forge direct links with rank and 
file union organisations in Iraq, especially 
those like the Southern Oil Company work- 
ers who oppose the occupation. 

Amass campaign involving school walk- 
outs, union work stoppages, road blockades 
and disruption of the war effort needs to 
be set in motion. And this time, we should 
demand that union leaders and MPs don’t 
hide behind the gentlemanly rules of British 
imperialism - but call for and take all the 
action necessary to stop the attack on Fal- 
lujah and get the troops out now! 


Stop the attacks on 
Fallujah and Ramadi! 


Troops out now! 


Self-determination for 
all the Iraqi people! 


Victory to the Iraqi 
resistance! 
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